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May 4, 2012 

Michelle Kerr, Remedial Project Manager 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency—Region 5 
Superfund Division (SR-6J) 
77 West Jackson Blvd. 
Chicago, Illinois 60604-3590 

RE: Information Request for the Chemeteo Superfund Site (the "Site") in 
Hartford, Illinois 

Dear Ms. Kerr: 

This firm has been retained by Mueller Co., LLC ("Mueller") in connection with the above-
referenced Information Request (the "Request") dated November 30, 2011. The EPA, through 
Michelle Kerr, US EPA Region 5 Superfund Division's Remedial Project Manager, extended the 
deadline to comply with the Request to May 4, 2012. Therefore this Response is timely made. 

Mueller responds to EPA's Information Request pursuant to CERCLA § 104(e) as follows: 

General Objections 

Mueller hereby states its general objections, which are incorporated by reference into the 
responses below: 

1. Mueller objects to the EPA's Request to the extent it seeks information or documents that 
are subject to attorney-client privilege, attorney work product immunities, or other 
privileges and immunities under applicable law. 

2. Mueller objects to each request to the extent that the request exceeds the scope of 
permissible information gathering and access under CERCLA § 104(e). 

3. Mueller objects to EPA's Request in that it is burdensome, oppressive, and not 
reasonably calculated to obtain information within the scope of CERCLA § 104(e). 
Without waiving the generality of the foregoing, Mueller objects to providing 
information and/or copies of documents that are already in EPA's possession, were 
produced by or for EPA, or are otherwise publicly available or may be obtained from 
another source that is more convenient, less expensive, or less burdensome. 

4. Mueller objects to each request to the extent that the request purports to require 
investigation and review of documents from any person or entity whose role in matters 
related to the Information Request was and is purely ministerial or insubstantial, or who 
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is not employed by or under contract with Mueller or an affiliated company. Such 
requests are unduly burdensome, broad, and vague. 

5. Muller objects to each request to the extent that the request seeks information about any 
entity other than Mueller, as Mueller does not have knowledge or information sufficient 
to form a reliable response to such inquiries. 

6. Mueller objects to the "Definitions" found in Enclosure 6 of EPA's Request in that the 
definitions are vague, ambiguous, and confusing, and do not lend themselves to 
interpretation and response. 

7. Mueller objects to the "Instructions" found in Enclosure 5 of EPA's Request in that the 
purported instructions are vague, ambiguous, confusing, overly broad, and unduly 
burdensome, and exceed EPA's authority under CERCLA § 104(e). 

8. Mueller objects to each request to the extent that it requires Mueller to review or analyze 
documents to obtain information not specifically known by Mueller's officers, agents, or 
employees. 

9. Mueller objects to each request to the extent that the request requires Mueller to identify 
each document that is responsive to each individual request because such a requirement is 
unduly burdensome. 

General Comments 

1. Mueller's investigation is ongoing. The responses below are based on information 
currently available, the accuracy of which has not been fully evaluated. Al l responses 
below are based upon present information and belief. If additional information should 
later become known or available, Mueller will supplement its response. If at any time 
after submission of this Response, it is discovered that any portion of the submitted 
responses is false or misrepresents the truth, Mueller will notify EPA immediately. 

2. Some reports and documents have been created by third parties (including documents 
recovered from the Chemetco facility by EPA) and the information contained therein is 
different from that which is available to Mueller. Mueller has not identified each 
instance where the facts recited in these reports and documents do not match Mueller's 
present understanding, but it should not be assumed that Mueller has in this Response 
affirmed any of the information in those reports or documents except as stated herein. 

3. The documents consulted, examined, or referred to in the preparation of the Response 
below, except for such documents that are subject to the General Objections stated above, 
are identified in the Response below. Whether such documents are provided herewith is 
also noted. 

Subject to and without waiving the above objections and comments, and subject further to the 
objections stated below, Mueller responds as follows: 

INFORMATION REQUEST 

1. Provide the following information about your company ("Respondent"): 

(a) The complete and correct legal name of your company. 

RESPONSE: Mueller Co., LLC 

LEGAL02/33116360v4 



May 4, 2012 
Page 3 

(b) The name(s) and address(es) of the President and the Chairman of the Board, or 
other presiding officer of the company. 

RESPONSE: Gregory S. Rogowski, 633 Chestnut Street, Chattanooga, TN 37450 

(c) The state of incorporation of the company and the company's agents for service. 

RESPONSE: Delaware, Corporation Service Company 

(d) The name(s) of all subsidiaries, affiliates, or parent companies to your company. 

RESPONSE: Mueller objects to this request because it is not reasonably relevant to 
EPA's basic inquiry concerning the Site and because it is overly broad. To the extent 
the claimed relevance of this inquiry concerns Mueller's ability to pay, Mueller also 
objects to this request because Mueller has not claimed, and EPA has not 
demonstrated, that Mueller has asserted or will assert defenses related to its financial 
viability in any proceedings related to the Site. Subject to these objections and the 
General Objections, and without waiving the same, Mueller responds that its ultimate 
parent corporation is: 

Mueller Water Products, Inc. 
1200 Abemathy Road, Suite 1200, Atlanta, GA 30328 

If EPA requires information relating to any other subsidiary or affiliate, please 
contact the undersigned and we will arrange a reasonable scope for such an inquiry. 

(e) The state of incorporation and agents for service of process in the state of 
incorporation. 

RESPONSE: Delaware, Corporation Service Company as noted in (c) above. 

(f) The status of all subsidiaries, affiliates, or parent companies to your company. 

RESPONSE: To the best of our knowledge, all of our subsidiaries, affiliates, or 
parent companies are in good standing. 

2. Describe and provide any documents related to your company's business activities 
which resulted in sending material to Chemetco. 

RESPONSE: Mueller objects to this question as it is overly broad, burdensome, and 
confusing, and does not lend itself to a reasonable answer. Subject to the stated 
objections, Mueller is identifying documents used in the preparation of the response 
below. If EPA requires identification of additional documents, please contact the 
undersigned and we will arrange a reasonable scope for such documents. 
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Subject to this objection and the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
attaches documents hereto labeled MUELLER 0001- MUELLER 0507, which include 
reports, purchase receipts, check copies, and a spreadsheet summarizing sales from 
approximately October 2000 to September 2001. These documents refer to sales from 
Mueller to Chemetco of a usefol "as is" product to be used by Chemetco as a raw 
material to its process. 

Mueller's business activities that resulted in the product which was sold to Chemetco 
include its brass foundry operations in Decatur, Illinois. The Decatur facility 
manufactures brass fittings for fire hydrants and other water supply systems. To 
manufacture the fittings, Mueller pours C83600 brass (formerly, Mueller poured both 
C84400 brass and C83600 brass) into casts. The pouring has a 50% yield; the remaining 
gates and sprues, along with the ladle spatters and skimmings are recovered from the 
sand system through a screening process and fed back into Mueller's production through 
the concentrator mill. Certain other spatters and skimmings were sold to Chemetco at 
market value. 

Mueller also has a wash process for the castings. The water used in this process is 
reclaimed and reused, while the copper mud that results from this process was sold to 
Chemetco at market value. Copper mud was a very small portion of the total product 
sold to Chemetco. According to Chemetco's records provided to the PRPs by EPA, only 
19,051 pounds of a total of 2,974,791 pounds sold by Mueller to Chemetco between 
October 2000 and October 2001 were copper mud (or approximately 0.6%). 

Mueller's foundry operations summary is attached hereto labeled MUELLER 0523. 

3. Describe and provide any documents related to your company's role at the Site, 
including what duties/involvement your company had at the Site. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it has no information responsive to this request as it had no role, duties, or 
involvement at the Site. Mueller's sole involvement with Chemetco was Mueller's sale 
of a useful "as is" product to Chemetco to be used by it as a raw material to its processes. 
Mueller was not arranging for disposal, but instead participated in an arm's-length 
business arrangement for the sale of a useful product for fair market value. 

4. If the nature or size of Respondent's activities in relation to Chemetco changed over 
time, describe those changes and the dates they occurred. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that Chemetco purchased and picked up useful "as is" material from Mueller's 
facility to be used by Chemetco as a raw material to its process. The quantities purchased 
by Chemetco varied over time as reflected in the documents attached hereto labeled 
MUELLER 0001-MUELLER 0507. Likewise, the metal content of the product varied as 
reflected in the assay results reported to Mueller by Chemetco in the documents attached 
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hereto labeled MUELLER 0001-MUELLER 0507. The quantity and metal content 
affected the market value and sales price. 

The nature of the business relationship did not change. Mueller has no record of any 
written contracts between Mueller and Chemetco; likewise, Mueller has no documents 
referencing any modifications of contracts, despite references to modifications in the 
recovered Chemetco files provided to Mueller by the EPA. 

5. For each type of waste or material used in Respondent's operations, describe and 
provide documents relating to Respondent's contracts, agreements, or other 
arrangements for its disposal, treatment, trading, or recycling with Chemetco, 
including but not limited to whether Respondent controlled where waste sent to 
Chemetco warehouses was ultimately processed/recycled. 

RESPONSE: Mueller objects to this question as it is overly broad, burdensome, and 
confusing, and does not lend itself to a reasonable answer, particularly to the extent that 
some "type[s] of waste or material used in [Mueller's] operations" have no relation to the 
Chemetco site. Subject to the stated objections, Mueller is identifying documents used in 
the preparation of the response below. If EPA requires identification of additional 
documents, please contact the undersigned and we will arrange a reasonable scope for 
such documents. 

Subject to this objection and the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
did not send waste to Chemetco. Mueller sold brass spatters, skimmings, and copper 
mud as a useful "as is" material for Chemetco's use as a raw material in its process. In 
Mueller's Form R reports for copper from 1992, 1993, 1994, and 1996, attached hereto as 
MUELLER 0524- MUELLER 0559, Mueller did not list weights of the copper-
containing product sold to Chemetco because it did not sell the product with the intent to 
dispose of or recycle the product. 

Mueller does not have any documents evidencing "contracts, agreements, or other 
arrangements" between Mueller and Chemetco other than the price quotations as 
reflected in the documents attached hereto labeled MUELLER 0001-MUELLER 0507. 

Mueller did not control the ultimate disposition of materials sent to Chemetco's 
warehouses. Chemetco owned the material outright once Mueller sold the material to 
Chemetco for its use as a raw material. Mueller had no authority over the business 
practices and processes of Chemetco and did not maintain any legal rights to or interest in 
the material once it was sold to Chemetco outright. Mueller's sole involvement with 
Chemetco was Mueller's sale of a useful "as is" product to Chemetco to be used by it as a 
raw material to its process, A commercial market existed for the material sold; thus, 
Mueller did not consider the product to be a waste and therefore had no intent to dispose 
of this material. 
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6. If not already provided, specify the dates and circumstances when Respondent's 
waste or material was taken to the Site, and identify the companies or individuals 
who brought Respondent's waste/material to the Site. Provide any documents 
which support or memorialize your response. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that, upon information and belief, Chemetco purchased materials from Mueller 
beginning in approximately 1991 and continuing until 2001. Chemetco purchased 
material "as is" and paid fair market value. Mueller has no information or documents 
indicating the identity of the companies or individuals who delivered the materials to the 
Chemetco site because Chemetco utilized its own resources for pickup. Mueller did not 
send waste to the Site, but instead sold a useful "as is" product to Chemetco for market 
value in an arm's-length transaction. 

Chemetco purchased materials from Mueller approximately once a week. Ship dates for 
October 2000 through August 2001 are summarized in the spreadsheet attached hereto 
labeled MUELLER 507. Additional ship dates are noted in the reports, purchase 
receipts, and check copies attached hereto as MUELLER 0001- MUELLER 0506. 

7. Were transactions between your company and Chemetco and specifically the Site: 
1) an outright sale; 2) subject to a written or verbal "tolling" agreement between the 
companies; or 3) reflected the "banking" of the transacted material in a metal 
account at the request of your company for return or other disposition at a later 
date? 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that: 
1) Al l sales to Chemetco were outright sales; 
2) None of the sales to Chemetco were subject to a written or verbal "tolling" agreement 
between the companies; and 
3) None of the sales to Chemetco reflected the "banking" of the useful "as is" product in 
a metal account for return or other disposition at a later date. 

8. Did your company have any influence over waste disposal or recycling activities at 
the Site? If so, how? 

RESPONSE: Mueller did not have any influence over waste disposal or recycling 
activities at the Site. Mueller had no legal rights to or interest in the material sold to 
Chemetco for its use as a raw material once it was sold to Chemetco outright. Mueller 
had no role, duties, or involvement in the business practices and processes of Chemetco, 
including its waste disposal or recycling activities. Mueller's sole involvement with 
Chemetco was Mueller's sale of a useful "as is" product to Chemetco to be used by it as a 
raw material in its processes. 
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9. Was any shipment of material sent to the Site by Respondent ever refused and/or 
returned? If so, describe this event in detail, including its cause and outcome. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that Mueller has no record of shipping any materials to the Site; Chemetco 
utilized its own resources for pickup. Chemetco purchased and picked up useful "as is" 
material from Mueller's facility and paid fair market value for the product to be used by 
Chemetco as a raw material in its processes. Mueller has no information that Chemetco 
ever refused and/or returned any material sold to Chemetco by Mueller. 

10. Describe in detail the types of material that you sent for recycling, processing, or 
disposal at the Site. In your response, please also give the generic name of each type 
of materials shipped to the Site [e.g., scrap metal (including scrap automobiles), 
batteries, electronics, scrap paper, scrap plastic or scrap textile, etc.]. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it did not send material for recycling, processing, or disposal at the Site. 
Mueller sold metal materials, specifically brass and copper-containing skimmings, 
spatters, and copper mud at a fair market price to Chemetco "as is" for its use as a raw 
material in its process. As described above in response to Question 2, Mueller poured 
both C84400 brass and C83600 brass into casts which resulted in the skimmings and 
spatters that were sold to Chemetco for use as a raw material in its process. Mueller also 
had a wash process for the castings that resulted in the copper mud sold "as is" to 
Chemetco at fair market value. According to the assays found in documents labeled 
MUELLER 0001 - MUELLER 0507 as well as Chemetco's recovered transactional 
database provided by the EPA, the product was approximately 50-70% copper, 3% lead, 
3% tin, and 3-5% zinc. In Mueller's Form R reports for copper from 1992, 1993, 1994, 
and 1996, attached hereto as MUELLER 0524- MUELLER 0559, Mueller did not list 
weights of the copper-containing product sold to Chemetco because it did not sell the 
product with the intent to dispose of or recycle the product. 

(a) Identify whether the materials were delivered directly to the Site or were trans
shipped there from another intermediate delivery point. If applicable, describe 
each such delivery point. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that Chemetco purchased and picked up useful "as is" material at Mueller's 
facility. Mueller has no information responsive to this request as it had no role, 
duties, or involvement in the shipment to any Chemetco facility or the use of the 
material after Chemetco's purchase and pick up of the material. Based on its review 
of the documents in its possession (excluding documents already in EPA's possession 
and provided to Mueller by CD), some of the sales receipts and checks attached 
hereto labeled MUELLER 0001-MUELLER 0023 emanate from the Chemetco St. 
Louis warehouse rather than Hartford, Illinois. However, Mueller has no other 
information regarding whether Chemetco delivered directly to any particular location 
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or to an intermediate delivery point or the ultimate disposition of any of the material 
sold outright to Chemetco after it left the Mueller facility. 

(b) State whether any of the material was ever tested by your company and if so, 
whether the substances exhibited any of the characteristics of a hazardous waste 
identified in 35 Illinois Administrative Code 721, Subpart C or 40 CF.R § 261, 
Subpart C. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that the material sold "as is" to Chemetco was assayed by Chemetco to 
determine the price it would pay for material for its processes; Mueller has no records 
that it performed any testing of the materials. Mueller did not test the material for 
characteristics of a hazardous waste because the material sold to Chemetco was not a 
waste, but instead was a useful product sold "as is" for fair market value for 
Chemetco's use in its processes. 

(c) Describe what was done to materials once they were brought to the Site, 
including any further processing of the materials. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it has no information responsive to this request as Mueller had no legal 
rights to or interest in the material sold to Chemetco for its use as a raw material and 
Mueller had no role, duties, or involvement in the business practices and processes of 
Chemetco. Mueller's sole involvement with Chemetco was Mueller's sale of a useful 
"as is" product to Chemetco for a fair market price to be used by Chemetco as a raw 
material for its processes. 

(d) Provide any additional information and all documents that you believe are 
related to the type, nature and characteristics of the materials you sent to the 
Site. 

RESPONSE: See Mueller's Response to Questions 2 and 10. Subject to the General 
Objections and without waiving same, Mueller further responds that Chemetco 
performed assays on the product it purchased from Mueller. The results of these 
assays were used to make a pricing determination and are found in the documents 
attached hereto labeled MUELLER 0001-MUELLER 0507. Mueller does not have 
any other documentation on the type, nature, and characteristics of the materials that 
were purchased by Chemetco. 

(e) List the years in which your company sent materials to Chemetco and/or its 
broker(s) for recycling, processing, or disposal. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it sold a useful "as is" product to Chemetco for a fair market price to be 
used by it as a raw material for its process. It did not send material to Chemetco for 
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recycling, processing, or disposal. Chemetco purchased material "as is" and utilized 
its own resources for pickup between approximately 1991 and 2001. 

Questions and Requests for Documents Related to Scrap Metal 

11. For the following questions which relate to transactions involving scrap metals, 
provide the requested information, and also provide copies of any documents that 
contain any information that is related to the response: 

(a) Did a market exist for the scrap metal listed in your response to No. 10 above? If 
so, describe the nature of such a market at the time of the transaction (possible 
uses, possible consumers, etc.) and the source of the commercial specification 
grade (e.g., Institute of Scrap Recycling Industries, Inc. (ISRI), Department of 
Defense, or wherever your company would find the grade published). 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it sold skimmings, ladle spills, and copper mud from its processes that 
used brass (Copper Cast Alloy UNS Nos. C83600 and C84400) to Chemetco. The 
material was sold "as is" at market value for Chemetco's use as a raw material in its 
processes. The source of the commercial grade specification is ASTM. Chemetco, 
according to a 1980 operations summary sent to the IEPA ('the "Chemetco 
Operations Summary"),1 based its purchase price on the Commodities Exchange 
(Comex) price quotations. Mueller continues to sell these products at market value to 
Imet (Schummann & Co.) and, upon information and belief, a market existed for the 
metal product as there were other copper refineries that would pay market value for 
the same product. 

(b) What commercial specification grade did the scrap metal listed in your response 
to question No. 10 meet? Identify/list the commercial specification grades that 
each scrap metal identified in No. 9 met. 

RESPONSE: The skimmings and spills contained brass (C83600 and C84400) and 
copper content and the copper mud contains copper content. 

(c) At the time of the transaction(s) what was the intended disposition of the scrap 
metal listed in your response to question No. 10? Did this include burning as 
fuel, or for energy recovery, or incineration? 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it sold a useful "as is" product to Chemetco for a fair market price to be 
used by it as a raw material for its process. Chemetco, according to Chemetco's 
Operations Summary (Ex. A), was using the product it purchased to produce high 
purity copper products, copper cathodes, and certain other non-ferrous metals and 

1 This document was provided to the PRPs on January 12, 2012, by EPA in the collection of documents relevant to 
the Chemetco Site located on the "Informational DVD for the Chemetco Superfund Site." It has been attached to 
this Response as Exhibit A for your convenience. 
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alloys. However, Mueller had no legal rights to or interest in the material sold to 
Chemetco for its use as a raw material once it was sold to Chemetco outright, and 
Mueller had no role, duties, or involvement in the business practices and processes of 
Chemetco. Mueller did not sell the product to Chemetco for disposal or processing or 
with the intention that Chemetco would bum it as fuel. 

(d) After sale, transfer, delivery, recycling, or disposal, what portion of the scrap 
metal listed in your response to question No. 10 was to be made available for use 
as a feedstock for manufacturing of new saleable products? Explain how the 
portion identified in this answer was derived or calculated. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it sold a useful "as is" product to Chemetco for a fair market price to be 
used by it as a raw material for its process. According to Chemetco's Operations 
Summary (Ex. A), it was using the product it purchased to produce high purity copper 
products and certain other non-ferrous metals and alloys. In this document, 
Chemetco also asserts that: 

Very little "waste" accrues from the Chemetco recycling operation. 
Even slag, transported in molten form to storage areas, is later graded 
and screened, becoming a useful material for thermal insulation, 
sandblasting aggregate, road-bed fill and other applications. 

The slag thus becomes a Chemetco end product along with high-purity 
copper cathodes, solder alloy, zinc oxide, copper and nickel sulphates. 
In addition some copper anodes and alloys are sold. 

See Chemetco Operating Summary (Ex. A). Mueller had no legal rights to or interest 
in the material sold to Chemetco for its use as a raw material once it was sold to 
Chemetco outright, and Mueller had no role, duties, or involvement in the business 
practices and processes of Chemetco. Therefore, Mueller has no information as to 
what portion of Mueller's product was made available for use as a feedstock for 
manufacturing new saleable products at Chemetco. 

(e) Could the scrap metal listed in your response to question No. 10 have been used 
as a replacement or substitute for a virgin raw material? If so, provide details. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that the remaining gates and sprues, along with the ladle spills and 
skimmings are recovered from the sand system through a screening process and fed 
back into Mueller's production through the concentrator mill in place of virgin raw 
material, brass C83600. Certain other spatters and skimmings resulting from 
Mueller's processes were sold to Chemetco at market value because Mueller did not 
have the advanced equipment to effectively and economically use the spatters and 
skimmings in place of raw material. Upon information and belief, Chemetco had the 
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equipment and capacity to use the spatters and skimmings in the place of raw 
material. According to Chemetco's Operations Summary (Ex. A), Chemetco utilized 
a "patented, proprietary process unlike any other operating in the United States" that 
was capable of economically and efficiently using a wide range of copper bearing 
materials. Chemetco indicated that it had the "capability for producing copper 
cathodes from copper oxide ores," a mined, virgin raw material. See Chemetco's 
Operations Summary (Ex. A). 

(f) Could any products made from the scrap metal listed in your response to 
question No. 10 have been used as a replacement or substitute for a product 
made, in whole or in part, from a virgin raw material? If so, provide details. 

RESPONSE: Mueller had no role, duties, or involvement in the business practices 
and processes of Chemetco, and therefore, does not have any information regarding 
the uses of Chemetco's end products or whether Chemetco's end products could be 
used as a substitute or replacement for a product made, in whole or in part, from a 
virgin raw material. According to Chemetco's Operations Summary (Ex. A), 
however, Chemetco asserts that it could make its final product, copper anodes, from 
copper oxide orders or precipitates, or from copper-bearing scrap and manufacturing 
residues. 

(g) Did your company melt the scrap metal listed in your response to question No. 
10 before it was transported/delivered to the Site? If yes, describe the process 
used for melting the scrap metal. 

RESPONSE: No. 

(h) Describe the source of or the process that produced the materials sent to the Site. 

RESPONSE: As discussed in Question 2, the materials sold to Chemetco were 
furnace skimmings, hex screen discharge spillage from furnaces and ladles, and 
casting wash resulting from Mueller's foundry operations. 

12. Did any of the scrap material sent to the Site contain other material(s) incident to or 
adhering to the scrap? If so, describe in detail. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that minor amounts of sand, dust, and corebutts may have been incident to or 
adhering to the brass and copper-containing product sold to Chemetco as a result of its 
normal and customary use prior to the sale of the product to Chemetco. 

13. Did any of the material sent to the Site contain wire or wiring? If so, was the wire's 
insulation first stripped before being shipped to or accepted at the Site, after being 
received at the Site, or was the wire not stripped? 

RESPONSE: None of the material contained wire or wiring. 
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14. Did the material shipped include drums or shipping containers? If so, specify the 
generators of the drums or shipping containers, the capacity of such drums or 
containers and whether such containers ever contained liquid of any sort. If so, 
specify the type of liquid and whether such liquids contained wastes of any kind. 

RESPONSE: None of the material included drums or shipping containers. 

15. Describe all efforts (i.e., Site visits) taken by your company to determine what would 
be done with the scrap metal identified in your response to question No. 10. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller has 
no records or information related to a Site visit to Chemetco. Mueller sold a useful "as 
is" product to Chemetco for a fair market price to be used by it as a raw material for its 
processes. Chemetco purchased and picked up the product. Mueller, on information and 
belief, believes that Chemetco was using the product is purchased to produce high purity 
copper products. However, Chemetco owned the material outright once Mueller sold the 
material to Chemetco for its use a raw material, Mueller had no authority over the 
business practices and processes of Chemetco and did not maintain any legal rights to or 
interest in the material once it was sold to Chemetco. Mueller's sole involvement with 
Chemetco was Mueller's sale of a useful "as is" product to Chemetco to be used by it as a 
raw material to its process. A commercial market existed for the material sold, and 
Mueller had no intention of disposing of this material as a waste. Based on Chemetco's 
payment for the product, Mueller had reason to believe that they were using it as a useful 
product. 

Questions and Request for Documents Related to Electrical and Electronic Equipment 

16. For the following questions which relate to transactions involving electrical and 
electronic equipment (e.g., transformers, capacitors, white goods, computers, 
monitors, cables, circuit boards, or other electrical equipment), provide the 
requested information, and also provide copies of any documents that contain any 
information that is related to the response: 

(a) List an estimated number of shipments of electrical and electronic equipment 
your company sent to the Site on an annual basis and list the years. In this list, 
include the type and quantity, volume and weight of electrical and electronic 
equipment sent; 

(b) At the time of the transaction(s), what was the intended deposition of the 
electrical and electronic equipment listed in your response to question 15(a)? Did 
the intended disposition include burning as fuel or for energy recovery or 
incineration? 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that it has no information or documents related to electrical and electronic 
equipment being sent to the Site. Therefore Question 16 is not applicable to Mueller. 
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17. With respect to waste or materials sent to the Site, at the time of the transactions, 
specify the measures you took to determine the actual means of treatment, disposal, 
recycling, or other uses of the material. Provide information you had and any 
documents relating to the treatment, recycling and disposal practices of Chemetco 
at the Site. What assurances, if any, were you given by the owner/operator of the 
Site regarding the proper handling and ultimate disposition of the materials you 
sent there, as well as its compliance with applicable environmental laws? Include in 
your response any correspondence to and from Chemetco relating to this topic and 
dates the measures were taken or assurances were given. 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller sold 
a useful "as is" product to Chemetco for a fair market price to be used by it as a raw 
material for its processes. Chemetco purchased and picked up the product. Mueller, on 
information and belief, believes that Chemetco was using the product is purchased to 
produce high purity copper products. However, Chemetco owned the material outright 
once Mueller sold the material to Chemetco for its use a raw material. Mueller had no 
authority over the business practices and processes of Chemetco, including its handling 
and ultimate disposition of materials at the Site. Mueller did not maintain any legal rights 
to or interest in the material once it was sold to Chemetco. Mueller's sole involvement 
with Chemetco was Mueller's sale of a useful "as is" product to Chemetco to be used by 
it as a raw material to its process. A commercial market existed for the material sold; 
thus, Mueller did not consider the product to be a waste, and therefore, had no intent to 
dispose of this material. Based on Chemetco's payment for the product, Mueller had 
reason to believe that they were using it as a useful product. Therefore, no measures 
were taken to track Chemetco's ultimate handling of the materials. 

Mueller has no records or information related to this topic. Upon information and belief, 
EPA and IEPA allowed Chemetco to operate as a copper smelter until the facility shut 
down in November of 2001. Mueller's last record of Chemetco's purchase of materials 
was August of 2001 (though Chemetco's recovered database indicates sales in November 
of 2001). 

18. What efforts and when, if any, did you take to investigate the nature of the 
operations conducted at the Site and the environmental compliance of the Site prior 
to selling, transferring, delivering disposing of, trading, or arranging for the 
treatment, recycling, or disposal of any materials? 

RESPONSE: None. See Question # 17 above. 

19. Provide all information in your possession that shows that you were in compliance 
with applicable federal environmental regulations or standards regarding the 
recycling of materials, particularly Section 127 of CERCLA, 42 U.S.C. § 9627, sent 
to the Chemetco Site. 
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RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that a commercial market existed for the material sold; thus, Mueller did not 
consider the product to be a waste, and therefore, had no intent to dispose of or recycle 
this material. Section 127 of CERCLA makes clear that a preliminary decision must be 
made to establish if the person is liable under CERCLA § 107, and as fully discussed in 
the enclosed letter dated May 4, 2012, regarding CERCLA's inapplicability to Mueller 
for the Chemetco Superfund Site, Mueller had no intent to dispose, and therefore was not 
an "arranger" under CERCLA § 107 and the scrap metal exemption is irrelevant. 

20. Provide all information in your possession that shows that you were in compliance 
with applicable federal environmental regulations or standards regarding scrap 
metal promulgated under Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA). 

RESPONSE: Mueller was selling a useful "as is" product to Chemetco and therefore it 
was not subject to solid waste or hazardous waste rules under RCRA. 

21. Provide all RCRA Identification Numbers issued to Respondent by EPA or a state 
for Respondent's operations. 

RESPONSE: EPA ID No. ILD984919498; Illinois Generator ID ILD981192552. 

22. List all federal and state environmental laws and regulations under which 
Respondent has reported to federal or state governments, including but not limited 
to: Toxic Substances Control Act, 15 U.S.C. Sections 2601 etseq., (TSCA); 
Emergency Planning and Community Right-to-Know Act, 42 U.S.C. Sections 1101 
etseq., (EPCRA); and the Clean Water Act (the Water Pollution Prevention and 
Control Act), 33 U.S.C. Sections 1251 et seq. 

RESPONSE: Mueller has reported to federal and state governments under the following 
federal and state environmental laws and regulations: 

• Annual Hazardous Waste Reports under Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 
("RCRA"), 42 U.S.C. §§ 6901 etseq.; 

• TRI (Form R) and Tier II Reports under Emergency Planning and Community Right-
To-Know Act of 1986 ("EPCRA"), 42 U.S.C. §§ 11001, etseq.; 

• Annual Emission Reports under Clean Air Act ("CAA") 42 U.S.C. §§7401 et seq.; 
• Sanitary District Annual Report and semi-annual sampling under Clean Water Act 

("CWA"), 33 U.S.C. §§ 1251 etseq.; and 
• Mueller maintains a plan under Spill Prevention, Control, and Countermeasure Rule 

("SPCC"), 40 CF.R. Part 112. 

23. Identify the federal and state offices to which such information was sent. State the 
years during which such information was sent/filed. 
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RESPONSE: 

RCRA reports were submitted during the time required by permit to: 

IEPA Bureau of Land No. 24 
P.O. Box 19276 
Springfield, IL 62794-9276 

Sanitary District Annual Reports were submitted from at least from 2000 until the present 
to: 

Charles Jarvis Pretreatment Coordinator 
Sanitary District of Decatur 
501 Dipper Lane 
Decatur, IL 62522 

Annual Air Emissions Reports were submitted during the time required by permit to 
both: 

IEPA Bureau of Air IEPA 
PO Box 19276 2009 Mall Street 
Springfield, IL 62794 Collinsville, IL 62234 

EPCRA TRI (Form R) Reports were submitted as early as 1992 to: 

EPCRA Reporting Center 
P.O. Box 3348 
Merrifield, V A 22116-3348 

EPCRA TRI (Form R) Reports were submitted from at least 2006-2010 to: 

IEPA 
1021 N.Grand Ave. 
Springfield, IL 62702 

In addition, Form R was submitted to: 

YEAR ADDRESS 
2006-
2008 

TRI Data Processing Center c/o Computer Science Corporation 
Suite 150 
8400 Corporate Drive 
Landover, MD 20785 

2009 TRI DATA Processing Center 
P.O. Box 10163 

LEGAL02/33116360v4 



May 4, 2012 
Page 16 

Fairfax, V A 22038 
2010 Sent electronically to TRI-Meweb 

EPCRA Tier II Reports were submitted electronically (state and federal) and were also 
sent to: 

LEPC - Macon Country Fire Department Station 1 
LEPC 1415 North Water Street 
Attn: James Root Decatur, IL 62526 
282 E Macon St 
Decatur IL 62523 

24. If you have reason to believe that there may be persons able to provide a more 
detailed or complete response to any question contained herein or who may be able 
to provide additional responsive documents, identify such persons and the 
additional information or documents that they may have. 

RESPONSE: Tom Sullivan (previous Foundry Manager) (no contact information) and 
Patricia Stewart (previous Purchasing Manager) (no contact information). 

25. If any of the documents solicited in this information request are no longer available, 
please indicate the reason why they are no longer available. For each and every 
question contained herein, if information or documents responsive to this 
Information Request are not in your possession, custody or control, then identify the 
persons from whom such information or documents may be obtained. If the records 
were destroyed, provide us with the following: 

(a) the document retention policy between 1970 and 2001; 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that the document retention policy is in the documents attached hereto 
labeled MUELLER 0508-MUELLER 0522. 

(b) a description of how the records were destroyed (burned, trashed, etc.) and the 
approximate date of destruction; 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that certain records were destroyed in 2004 by shredding. 

(c) a description of the type of information that would have been contained in the 
documents; 

RESPONSE: Subject to the General Objections and without waiving same, Mueller 
responds that the records destroyed in 2004 were bill of ladings and other 
transactional documents. 
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(d) the name, job title and most current address known by you of the person(s) who 
would have produced these documents, the person(s) who would have been 
responsible for the retention of these documents; the person(s) who would have 
been responsible for the destruction of these documents; and the person(s) who 
had and/or still may have the originals or copies of these documents; and 

RESPONSE: These documents would have been collected and produced by Kyle 
Anderson, Mueller's Shipping Manager. The following people would have been 
responsible for the retention and destruction of the documents: 

The last known address for the above employees is: Mueller Co, 500 W. Eldorado 
Street, Decatur, Illinois 62522. Mueller is not aware of any other persons that had 
and/or still may have the originals or copies of these documents other than persons 
associated with Chemetco. 

(e) the names and most current address of any person(s) who may possess 
documents relevant to this inquiry. 

RESPONSE: None. Documents that were not destroyed were provided. 

26. Please state the name, title and address of each individual who assisted or was 
consulted in the preparation of the response to this information request. 

RESPONSE: 

Lee A. DeHihns, III, Esq. 
Beverlee E. Silva, Esq. 
Jody M. Rhodes, Esq. 
Alston & Bird LLP 
One Atlantic Center 
1201 W. Peachtree Street 
Atlanta, Georgia 30309-3424 
(404)881-7000 

Julie Smock, Environmental Manager 
Dan Carico, former Maintenance and Environmental Manager (retired 4/20/12) 
Kori Segebart, Plant Controller 
Nevin Alwardt, Foundry Manager 
Dave Workman, former Supply Chain Manager (left company 4/13/12) 
Adam Ramlow, former Environmental Engineer (left company 3/2/2012) 

EMPLOYEE 
Mel Workman 
Mark Smith 
John Duluge 

CURRENTLY FORMER JOB TITLE 
(Deceased) 
(Unknown) 
(Unknown) 

Controller 
Controller 
Controller 
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Johnny Hunt, Production Facilitator 
Teresa Kaufman, former Administrative Assistant to Foundry Manager 
Mike Boliek, former Purchasing Manager (retired) (304 Redwood Lane, Decatur, IL 
62522) (217-422-1715 or 217-425-7243) 

Contact information for all current Mueller employees listed above: 

500 W. Eldorado Street 
Decatur, IL 62522 
217-423-4471 

Should you wish to discuss this letter in more detail, please do not hesitate to contact me. 

LAD:ga 

CC: Greg Hollod, Mueller Water Products, Inc. 
Thomas Warner, Mueller Co., LLC 
Keith Belknap, Mueller Water Products, Inc. 
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Certification 

I certify under penalty of law that this document and all enclosures were prepared under 
my direction or supervision in accordance with a system designed to assure that qualified 
personnel properly gathered and evaluated the infonnation submitted. Based upon my inquiry of 
the person or persons who manage the system, or those persons directly responsible for gathering 
the information, the information submitted is to the best of my knowledge and belief, true, 
accurate, and complete. I am aware that there are significant penalties for submitting false 
information, including the possibility of fine and imprisonment for knowing violations. 

Date: May 4, 2012 

Thomas Warner 
General Manager, Decatur Operations 
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STATE OF ILLINOIS CHEMETCO 

Chemetco is a major producer of high purity copper and certain other non-
ferrous metals and alloys derived for the most part from recyclable materials 
(scraps and residues). 

The company originated June 9, 1969, as an Illinois corporationf Chemlco 
Metals Corporation, and was merged into a Delaware corporation of the same name 
March 23, 1970. Modern administrative and manufacturing facilities located near 
the small town of Hartford, Illinois, 1n the northern segment of the St. Louis 
(Mo.-111.) metropolitan area were under construction for two years. 

Utilizing a unique and proprietary pyrometallurglcal and electrolytic pro
cess, the company began production of copper 1n cathode form 1n March, 1972, and 
the next year changed its name to Chemetco. It now employs approximately 200 
persons. 

While Chemetco has capabilities for producing copper cathodes from copper 
oxide ores or precipitates, its major function 1s the recycling, or secondary 
processing, of copper-bearing scrap and manufacturing residues. The operation 
entails purchasing raw materials from throughout the United States and Canada 
and sales of finished products In those two countries and Europe. 

Purchases from a wide variety of sources and sales to merchants, brokers, 
and consumers are based on Commodities Exchange (Comex) price quotations. Che
metco's "CME" copper cathode is registered on both Comex (New York) and the 
London Metal Exchange (C.M.E.). 

Virtually every Chemetco operation, frpm trading transactions to safety per
formance and inventories, is computer-programmed and monitored for optimal e f f i 
ciency. 

Copper-bearing raw materials arrive at the 41-acre Chemetco site by truck, 
r a i l , and barge from hundreds of sources and locations. Much of it has originated 
in electrical or electronic equipment or cable, but a certain percentage is com
posed of such items as skimmings, slags, turnings, grlndings, and other residues 
from foundries and factories, auto parts and building components. 

Each lot is weighed, then held separately on concrete pavement until a care
ful analysis of samplings has been completed and settlements based on the results 
are made with the seller. Copper and other metallic contents are determined pre
cisely by chemical, spectrographic and other means in the analytical laboratory. 

Chemetco's three 70-ton gas-f1red furnaces and electrolytic cell facilities 
have a capacity of 40,000 tons of copper cathodes per year. The furnaces are 
among the most capable in the industry as to the variety of raw materials handled, 
and at the same time are believed to be the most fuel-efficient. 

A premix consisting of the copper-bearing raw material and other ingredients 
is smelted in one of the furnaces in the first step of the process, producing 
black copper (containing small amounts of lead, tin and zinc). The black copper 
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is further refined 1n the same type furnace utilizing blown oxygen, producing 
99 per cent copper along with zinc oxide and a refining slag that is rich in 
lead and tin and contains some-nickel. 

The zinc oxide is extracted from furnace flue gases by a highly efficient 
pollution-control scrubber system which simultaneously cleans the gases, (The 
Chemetco plant 1s in compliance with all the standards of the Illinois Environ
mental Protection Agency.) 

The slag itself is then refined 1n one of the furnaces producing black 
copper that 1s fed back to the second-stage furnace plus lead and tin extracted 
as a wrought solder alloy. 

Copper emerging from the black copper refining step at Chemetco already is 
99 per cent pure; it 1s transferred to the anode furnace, from which 1t is cast 
in molds. 

The resulting 740-pound anodes are transferred mechanically to the electro
lytic refining department. Immersed in the chemical bath of the electrolytic 
cells, they sacrifice their copper content to the gradually growing cathodes 
which become the highly purified primary product of Chemetco. 

As the copper ions migrate from anode to cathode during the electrolytic 
process, the impurities settle to the bottom of the cell tanks. The material 
is retrieved, filtered, packed and shipped to refiners of those metals. 

In a patented, proprietary process unlike any other operating presently in 
the United States, 99 per cent pure copper anodes are transformed into 99,98 
per cent pure cathodes 1n Chemetco's expansive electrolytic cell room. 

Process water for the electrolyte is filtered and purified in the company's 
own system. High-voltage alternating current from utility power lines is con
verted by sol Id-state rectifiers to the high-density reverse direct current 
necessary for cell operation. 

The combined Chemetco copper smelting and electrolytic refining systems re
sulted from 15 years of intensive research and development. The over-all process 
has the flexibility needed to treat economically the broadest range of copper-
bearing materials and efficiencies of both fuel consumption and output selecti
vity enabling it to operate with minimum loss of copper and to attain maximum 
recovery of other useful products. 

Very l i t t le "waste" accrues from the Chemetco recycling operation. Even 
slag, transported In molten form to storage areas, is later graded and screened, 
becoming a useful material for thermal insulation, sandblasting aggregate, road
bed f i l l and other applications. 

The slag thus becomes a Chemetco end product along with high-purity copper 
cathodes, solder alloy, zinc oxide, copper and nickel sulphates. In addition, 
some copper anodes and alloys are sold. 
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Chemetco's central geographic location, just 20 minutes from downtown St. 
Louis or Lambert St, Louis International Airport, is unexcelled for convenient 
transportation* 

Even more importantly, access to shipping facilities is outstanding. The 
Illinois Terminal Railroad traverses the site and connects with 18 trunkline 
railroads serving the area. Year-round shipping via the inland waterways with 
access to foreign ports by way of Rreat Lakes or Gulf 1s available through two 
Mississippi River ports within five miles of the plant. Finally, Chemetco is 
located near four interstate highways and St. Louis' 300 common carriers. 
































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































































	Binder1.pdf
	MUELLER 0115-0160 prod
	MUELLER 0161-0243. prod
	MUELLER 0244-0331 prod
	MUELLER 0332-0396 prod
	MUELLER 0397-0477 prod
	MUELLER 0478-0506 prod
	MUELLER 0507 prod
	MUELLER 0508-0522 prod
	MUELLER 0523 prod
	MUELLER 0524-0532 prod
	MUELLER 0533-0541 prod
	MUELLER 0542-0550 prod
	MUELLER 0551-0559 prod


